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Dear Mr. Skougard: 

COMMENTS ON THE PRF.APPROVAI, DRAFT F.~ONM~NTAL ASSF.SSMENT (E,A): 
IN~~OD~ TRANSPORTATION OF LOW LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE TO THE 
NEVADA TEST SITE. 

The staff of the lnyo County Planning Department have reviewed the Pmapprova! Draft Environmental 
Assessment entitled, "Intermodal Transportation of Low-level Radioactive Waste to the Nevada Test 
Site. Inyo County in its role as an Aff©eted Unit of Loeal Government (AULG) submits the following 
comments" 

The methodology used for the assessment of risk contained in this EA runs contrary to virtually every 
prior risk assessment performed for the transportation of radioactive materials. Prior risk assessments
have used two key factors to reduce radiologieal risk: use th~ interstate highway system to the extent 
practicabl©, and; s¢du~;~ ti~,~ it~ t~annit~. Uni~g population avoidance as the primary criteria for route 
selection may be justifiable, but such a departure from accepted practice requires an explicit discussion 
of’the rationale for the change, including a comparison of the routes solected using each methodology. 

Th¢ radical change in routing risk assessment methodology raises several questions. Is this just Nevada 
Op¢rations Offloe policy, or will it become the new standard throughout ti~© Department of Energy 
(DOE)? Will this change be applied uniformly across all routes, shippers, and carriers? The recent 
tender offer by Tri-State Motor Transport that otlt:rs to bypass the Las Vegas Valley is a case in point.
Will those shipments also bypass other population centers alo~kg the transport routes? Certainly, if’ the 
rationale of’ population avoidance is valid in one imtance, it must be applied uniformly. The resulting 
increased transit times, distanceg, risks and eogts mu~t be considered in this EA. 

See 49 CFR 397.10! 
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SPI~CIFIC COMMENTS 

1.1,1 Backeround 

The discussion of the genesis of the EA is different than the discussion in the Arz~ lntermoda! 
Transportation Fa¢/#ty Site and I(ou#ng Evaluation Study (DOE, 1998)~ It is also different than the 
actual events. As co~xectly stated in the Evaluation Study, the EA develnped f’mm ~ Per.aid pr~p~sa| to 
conduct an intermodal demonstration, using the Valley rail siding outside of Las Vegas as the 
intermodal transfer site. 

.1,1,2 Purvose a.od N e,,ed 

The stated purpose of this EA is "to identify environmental impacts and transportation risks of using rail 
shlpment~ to intermoda| transfer sites and &lternative truck routes for delivery of LLW to ~he NTS" 
(Page 1-3, lines 28-30). The proposed federal action that triggered this EA was the Fernald proposal to 
~uduct a~t i~tea~nodal demonstration program, using the Valley Interrnodal facility as the imermodal 
transfer site. However, this alternative is not considered or analyzed in the EA. The alternative of’rail 
transport to the Valley siding, with truck transport from that point to the NTS must be considered and 
analyzed~ 

2,~ Description_ef_Lht Proposed Action and AIt~’nsl~ycs hzt~ductivp 

1. Page 2-1, Lin~. 38 t~ou~ 41 state, "The total num~r ofshipments of LLW considered in this 
a~sessment are those us~ in the ~S EIS for the ~pand~ use alt~ative. The ~S EIS assumed 
25,084 track shipments of LLW ~ver a.10-y~r period (not includin~ ~S LL~". However, the Final
Waste M~agement Programmat~ Environmental itnpaot Statcmcnt~ (PEIS) dcscribcs rcgion~l and 
centr~i~d dispo~l alternatives that would greatly increase the volumes of waste transported for 
disposal. In the discussion of cumulative impacts, th~ PEIS estimates a total volume (inotudin8 ~W, 
~W and LL~) of 295,000 track shipments, or about 118 shipments p~ day. Thts ~s ~n stark 
cont~ to the 7 shipments per day ~alyzed in this EA. The EA must ~nsid¢r the potential volumes of 
material that will be ~hipp~ lo ,he ~S following the Record of Decision on ~e PEIS. 

2. PaEz_ ~ 2-5, Lines _! !..agd 12 slat.c, "TI~c fisciliLy ~nay nut be able to accommodate alzcmadve LLW 
packing with current equipment. Storage space for containers is limited". A description of what 
alternative LLW packing should be included. How will the lack of’proper equipment and storage be 
addressed and is it addressed in other areas of this document? 

3, P&se 2-8. Lin,s 42 throu~gh 44 state, "Although the rail faoilitic~ arc cxtcnsivc, they are used 
primarily to support military traininil ¢xerciscs at nearby Fort Irwin, It also handles radioactive 
materials and has ~m©rgency response capabilities", Will ~h~ military operations be affected if 
Yermo, California intermodal site is chosen? Is this a viable alternative based upon the potential for
military exercises to take pree, edence and the possibilily of interrupting shipments? What type of 
emergency response capabilities doe~ the Yermo facility have, are they adequaxe, and are they solely for 

Final Waste Managen~-nt Progranunatic EnvJromnenlal Impa~;! Statement, DOE~IS-200, May 1997.
 
IBID, DO~IS-Z00-F, page 85.
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the military operations or could they be used for the LLW shipments? Has the military agreed to the use 
of their facilities for this proposed purpose.’? 

4. Page 2-~13~_ Lines 20 and 2 !, Please indicate which portions of tl~¢ ~out¢ ~aoss or ~J¢ adjacent 
the Mojave National Preserve. 

5. Page 2,13. Lines 24__through 26 s.~.t.~, "The results of the stu,dy eliminated three more patentlal 
transfer sites: (1) the Lrp Apex siding northeast of the Las Vegas Valley, (2) the Valley [ntermodal 
facility n~r Noah Los Vegas, and (3) the ~ Du~ tiding in southeaate~ California." The ~S 
lnte~Mal Tran~ortation ~acdliy ?~te and Routing Evatualwn Slu~ ~OE, ! 998) did not ~nclude 
tl~at th,~ ~it,~ ~l~ul~ b~ ~limin~t~fl’, A~ a minimum, the Valley lnt~odal facility, which w~ ~e 
original proposed a~io~ should ~ evaluated. 

6. Pages 2-14~and_2,l 5. Table2:_!, This table outliaeg blanket assumptions and does not indicate 
where the information that th~ statements are based upon is located in the documenl. Please include
information which provides basis for the uta~t;lusivz~s in the table or indicate where in the document the 
conclusions are supported. 

7. P_agc_~l..7.throulih 2-19, This.section dis.cu.sses the radiolac, ical.riSk, ofthe._gayjaRS~Iternatiwg. 
he ever, ~t does no~.~.!n~%~~¢ot~!he r¢!at~vo..rad~olog~¢a! r~sk~ come,red to th~ other risks of 

. " . " ........ . - . ....... i _1 ..... ~ak. d~ the ~o~os~ use ofalter~tiwt~nsvoaaUo~ G:ven the smal! rtsk valuoa for nd~olo~,cal_y~ ............
 
routes.tbat]n¢~¢ dista.noe ~d.!i_m¢_i~ tr asjL and consider thg~_se of~~st_hat.ara..neither inter~iat~ 
or U. S. highways, in~se the tota! risk in th~.t.r.#~spo~ation of these materials? 

8. Page 2-18.Li~s 29 t~ough ~!, What t~e of"intorferencd’ would be encountered with the 
MCLB Annex an~ how do~s this ~¢t tho Y~rmo slt¢ ~ a possibl~ ~t~mativo? 

3.0 Affected Environment 

9. Page 3-7. Lines 27 through 29, How will the extreme summer temperatures along this route 
affe~ the shipping of material, does this increase the radiologioal or accident risk? And how will 
shippers be notified if there is a flooding problem? If a shipper is caught in a flood how will the 
containment and dean up b¢ handled7 How will measures be taken to prevent a shipper from being
caught in a flood situation? 

10, P~e 3-7, Line39, How will the sight distance at this intersection increase the risk of an
 
accident? Will the intersection be improved to increase sight distance?
 

11. Page...3-7, Lin~s_4_4 Lhrough~_46., How will lhc extreme summer temperatures for long periods o1" 
time affect the waste packages and the containers7 Is there an increased risk for a radiological leak or 
spill? Have the waste packages been tested under these conditions? 

~ NTS lnte, rmodal Tra~sporta~o~ Fa¢ltffy S~¢ and Routing Evaluation study (DOE, 1998), January, 1998, page 7. 
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12. Pag¢_~3,8. L.~es 1 through 3, Will the shipping rome ~	 altered duma8 ~ainy periods to reduce the 
risk ofa ~hip~nent being involved in 8 flood sil~81ion? How will the shipper be notified that there are 
poten~al flooding problems? 

13, Pa~t¢_ 3-10, Line_21, This junction is the southern entrance to Death Valley National Park, this 
should bc included in the text as an indication of the tourist traffic experienced on this roule. 

¯ 

14, P~e 3-13, Lines 10 t___hr.~_ug_h).3., How will the issue of the trticks overheating be addressed? Will 
them b¢ an alternate route if there ttr¢ cx~rcrac summer temperatures? i low will a truck bc moved or 
repaired if it overheats and how will the r~dioactive c~rgo be moved? 

15. Pa~e_ 3-13, Line_!2~_d_l_3, What "tourist area" is beillg referenced and if it is different than 
Shoshone it should be included in the text. 

16. Page 3,13..Li. e.20, This sentence notes flint sight distance is poor. If there is an accident at t!~s 
location how will ¢illef~¢llt;~ ICttpulidclti bc liutificd? How will an accident and clean-up affect access 
into Death Valley National Park.9 

! 7. Pa~e 3,.2O:.Lin_e_..~ 1R and~lO, The. rotae between Bar,tow and the N’I’S ig adjacent to Death Valley 
National Park for several miles this needs to be included in the text. 

18, pagTe_3r29~_Lin_es 42 and 43, Does the Yermo facility have the capability of handling radioactive 
materials and respondi.ng to accidents tbr non-military r~ioactive material? 

19. _P_ag_e_3-3_0_.,._Lines 28 .and 29, ",,, because accidentally rcleased materials will remain on or very 
elope to the road~,", how wa~ thi~ eonelutlon arrived at7 What evidence or history is thi~ eonelufion 
based upon? If there is no supporting evidence this language should be removed from the document. 
Why ts this Issue raised at ~ts point and no where else in the document7 This needs to be addressed in 
Section 4.0 Environmental lmpa~s. 

20. Pege_, ~-3LLines lSand 16, The language "...potentially would be found on the hi$hway", is 
very vague, either the species have been found on the highway or have not, please clarify. 

21. _Page 3:_3_l_._L’_u!es 16.and 17; ".., varies along the length of the route.", this language is not 
specific enough, where does. the desert tortoise oeeur along the route? 

22. Page 3-31. Li.nes 17 through !9, Does the route cross any critical habita: for the desert tortoise? 
If yes, pleane include detail~ of where that critical habitat is lo~ted, is the route near or adjacent to any 
criticad habitat for the devil~ hole pupfi~h? 

23. P~g~3-_3 LLi~s_l_~ ~mt20, Wight i~ the ~×~ent of the 
route more than once? What are the extent of the marshes along the amargosa river? Is there any other 
habitat along the route that i~ not amargosa river marsh area that doe~ ~upport the amargo~a vole? 

24, p~ag¢ 3-32, Lines 41 and 42, Is the intcrmodat facility at Yermo Anncx withia critical habitat for 
the desert tortoise? 
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2~;. P_a~e 3-31.Line.s 26 throu_~h 3.._I, What are ihe exact areas of the desert tortoise critical habita~
 
are, as mentioned in this paragraph?
 

26. Pages 3.33 through 3-35, Cultural resources along the proposed routes, such as the Amargosa
 
Opera House (located at the previously discussed curve with reduced speed and constrained sight
 
distance) must also b~ addressed.
 

27. P~gc_3-36. Lines 7 sad 8__and pa~c 3-37.,_.,Lines :3 and ~4~, With ll~]s type of" ~uil ~ud wind ~rosion
 
how will a spill be contained and cleaned up? How will air quality be affected? Have these two issues
 
been addresse~ in section 4.0 Environmental Impacts?
 

28. _Page_3_-38. Li.n.~. 14, Ar~ th~ San Bernardino Environmental Health Services and the San
 
]~emardino County hazardoul material Re~pong¢ Team trained to respond to radiological m±terials
 
incidents and accidents?
 

29, Pa.ge_3,_38._Lin~s 9 thro~s~h2~.., Are the local emergcncy responders currently equipped and
 
trained to handl~ radiological $p[II$ and accid~m$?
 

30. Page 3-43. Lines___!~__th__r_.o~&h_3__!, Are the local emergency responders currently equippe.,d and
 
trained to h~ndl~ r~iologi~l sp|Ils ~nd ~cid~ms? 

4.0 E~vironmenial Imoacts 

3 !, Pase 4-1, Lines 27 and 28 state, "The use of" alternative transportation modes and routes may 
result in a reduction in potential risk to the public," This statement is not supposed by analysis witch 
the EA. ~ilc your ~aly~s pu~ons to show a reduction in radiolog]cal risk by avoiding the Las Vc~s
 
Valley, there is no ~ysis of the ~ risk for each route. Weighting your analysis to favor povulation 
avoidance inst~d of minimi~ng time in transit and using the best available roads insures an ~n~ease in 
the total risk for these shipments. Please include an comparatlv~ ~alysis of the total ri~k for each rout, 
including ~e Valley ~termod~ facility. 

37.. I~atte 4-3_. Se~ ion 42A. I Trans_0Prt_ ati_o.n., This section again uses the NTS EIS estimates for total
number of:shipm©nts (25,084), rather than referring to the PEIS which describes a maximum number of 
shipments of 295,000. All such references throughout the EA should be amended to reflect the higher 
number, and all conclusions should be based on the. higher number. 

33. Pase.4-3. Section 4.2.1,2 Land Use, This section does not include any discussion of the Mojave 
National Preserve., Hollow Hills Wilderness or the Saddle Peak Wilderness all oI’which are adjacent to 
the proposed route either along Highway 15 or Highway 127 (maps enclosed), Please include a
discussion of how this transportation route would affect these areas, 

34. Pag~t.4-3._L_ia_e~s 3~___thrgu_gh34_andPage 4-14. Lines 32 and 3~, Will the increased truck traffic 
increase the pote~tial rot ata;idems at ~,~ajt, it~t~ ~c~tiuJ~n? How will a~, a~ide~t alTc~t tl,¢ ability 
tourists to access Death Valley National Park7 What is the potential for an accident and a radiological 
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spill at the two intersections wh~r¢ there is limited sight at turns7 If this alternative is chosen can this 
accident potential be reduced? 

35. Paste 4_-3. Lines 38 and 39 and Page 4-14, Lines 44 ~lzz uualt 46. Wha~ abt~ut the i~¢t eased tralTz¢............. ~
 

along the rome into Death Valley Nations! Park? What are the impacts to Death Valley National Park if
there is an accident or a radiological spill along the route? What affects are there to the transportation 
along the rome adjacent to D©ath Vall~ National Park and the intersection leading into Death Valley
National Park? What are the impacts to the Wilderness Areas adjacent to the route (east) if there is an 
accident or radiologio~l ~pi!l? Will this afl’c.ct the public’~ ability to access these areas? 

. 

36. _Page 4-4. Line I ~ a~d 16 and Page 4-i.~. Lines 25 &n.~._2.6. How will a racliological spill at the 
interrnoda! site, which has ~he highly wind erosive C~jon sand, be contained and not impact the air
quality? 

37. P.ag_e 44. Line 20 an .d Pa_~._~_-15. Lin~3.__0, Due to the high permeability of the Cajon sand, how
will a radiolol~ical spill afl"et:t the water resuur~;~s? How will a radiologloal spill be ~;ontaine.,d to prevent 
contamination of’ ~he limited water resources? What is the proximity of’water wells to ~he proposed
intermodal site? What is the proximity to the water table to the proposed intermodal site? 

38. Page 4-4. Lines 44 and 45 and Page 4-15, Lines 34 throa~ 45~ The potential radiological 
exposure to the general population is not addressed and n~¢ds to b~. Could th~ general poFulation be
exposed either through the water supply or through airborne contamination? 

39. Pate 4-5. Tabl~ 4-1 and 4-2. Neither tabl~ addresses the potential radiologicaI risk to the general 
population, if’ that is not addressexi els~.vhere in the document, it should be addressed here. In addition,
what is the risk based aport the current equipment and preparedness of" the available emergency 
responders? R, adiological risk may be reduced by reducing the exposure to population centers, however,
if there are no properly trained emergency responders, doesn’t this increase the radiological risk and is 
this issue addressed? 

40. Pa_ae 4,5. Lines 1.~ throua_h_~O_andPage 4-15 Lines 34 th~0u~h._45, I-tow would the risk o£ 
radiological exposure be reduced if’ there wore a fire? Are there adequately trained emergency 
responders and ¢quipmem? What i£thc~¢ is a £i~ o~t tl~ vehi¢lu travclli, q~ tl,¢ rvut©, ltow wilt
containment of the fire be accomplished? How will containment of the radiologioal materials be 
accomplished. Note that a significant portion of Slate Route 127 in inyo Cotznty etlEctively has no fzre 
response coverage. 

41. ~,!z_a¢ 4-6, Section 4.2_.L_9_._a.nd P~se. 4-11 4.2.2.9, Bi0_lBgi_c~a___!_R_esour~os, The proposed route is 
adjacent to the Hollow Hills Wilderness. As stated in the "Burvau of’Land Management Wilderness
Areas" june 1S~95 ciocument the Hollow Hills Wilderness may contain both Desert tortoise and the 
Mojave £¢in,~e-toed lizard. This issue needs to be addressed in this ~ilternative. What are th~ potential 
impacts to these species? 

42. Page_4_--6,_Lines ~.0..through 32 and_P.gg~ 4_-16, Lines 25 through 27, These two sentences do not 
address rd~¢ pot¢~.ial impacts along the route. What will the potential impacts to the desert tortoise 
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habitat be? What will the potential impacts to the amargosa vole be? What will the impacts be to these
 
to endangered .~pecie~ be if there is an accident ~nd/or r~diological ~pil! either via ground or ~ir.~ 

43. Page 4-7: Li~8#s 8 and 9 a~,d Pmz_ ~__4.- I 7_._Lip.~._s3 and 4, Under this alter=mtiv~ could the soil~ be a
conduit for transporting radioactive matrrial into the water supply or into the air, sinc,	 it is a highly 
erosive and permeable soil type? 

44. Pa~ze_..4-7. Li_no 13_ and r~aae 4-17..Line 8, How was this conclusion arrived at? What if there is a_ _ ~

radiological spill along the route (Highway 127) which is thc southern access into Death Valley National 
Park? How will traffic and access be affected if thrr~ is an accident and radiological spill? Potentially 
the highway could be closed for several hours or days. How will this impact the sociorconomics of
Death Valley National Park? What if there are multiple accidents? How will they cumulatively impact 
Death Valley National Park? 

45. Page 4-15, Lines 41 through 45, The comparison between a rail route to Barstow and a truck 
~uut~ from that polar t~ d~ NTS ~a~u~ot b© usefully ~umpa~:d l.u a ~ail ~uut¢ to Be, stow a~d a t,u~k ~oute 
that tm~ls ~t of its way to ~ ~ough the Las Vegas Valley, The comp~son that mu= be made is
b~w~n the first ~me and th¢ route originally propos¢d as the action to be taken, which was rail to
Valley and a track m~	 ~om that ~int to the NTS. [ 

46. _Pa_ac 4-17. Lines 23 through 29, How wcrc these conclusions reached? ltow was the exposure 
~o the general public determined? What is the potential for ©xposur¢ if there was an accidrm? Wha~
areas ar~ more pron~ to accidents and therefor~ i~av¢ mor~ potemial fbr radiation exposure? 

47, P_age ..4..-..2.0, Lines 22 and 23 andPage4r22. Lines 7 an~d__8, What information was used to
 
determine the impacts= would be negligible? Please define negligible,
 

48. ._P.uy= 4-?,0. Liars 2,3 ...t.[no.u_gl~ 25 urul Page 4-22, [.;i~=¢s 8 tl=ruu_gh 10, "... ~;u~=tu~=iaants will br 
contained wittzin the highway and adjacent disturbed ar=as.", How was this conclusion reached and what
information is it based upon? Please describe what "adjacrnt disturb~ areas" are and w~r© they 
distorhe, d prier tn a radinlngical spill? What areas along the rn=~te are "s.djacent disturbed areas"? 

49, p. a8~..4-_2...0_. Li=ms 25 throu_zh 27_and 4-22 Linos_l_0~through ! 2, Th© issm= of an accid=nt near or 
in a perennial stream is only addressed in this se, ction ofthe document, it needs to be addr¢ss¢d for all of
the transportation routes, What at© the porcontages of"thes¢ are, as" on each oft.he altematiw routes?
How was the one (1) percent d~ennined on this route? The issue of flooding and a potential
radiological spill is not tddrease~ in the document, why not? What is the risk of a radiological spil! 
during a flood in a wash and what percentage of all of the routes are comprised of washes? 

50. .P. i~g¢..~-l- Line 2_~._through4:5, The cumulative impact discussion here should parallel the 
discussion of cumulative impacts in the PEIS. This requires a discussion of substantially great©r
shipment volumes than discussed in tim 

51. P.aze 5-9. Se_cti_’0a. 5,2.2, states, "Trucks carrying LLW may occasionally contribute to traffic
delays if they m~ount©f l~¢avy-haul trucks from the Yucca Mountain Project following th~ sam© rout© to 
the NTS." Why has this issue only been mentioned once in the cumulative impacts section? If the heavy 
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haul trucks could cause delays on the route why hasn’t this issue been fully addressed in the cumulative 
. impacts section? The issue of’heavy haul trucks needs to b¢ fully and 	ompletely addressed in this 

section. Please refer to Comment #32 for a discussio~ of tra~o volumes and cumulative impact. 

52. Page C-31, Lines.5 .throu_ah 19, Did the analysis take into account the existing emergency 
responders and their level of’training for the primary and secondary routes? How does this affect the
risk associated with each route? 

53. Pa8e~D-!._S©¢~ignD.0, Although this scotio, wa~ ~¢quusted by "lob;a1 t~f~uials" as stated on 
Page 2-4 it is lacking in detail and useful information. If’this section is intended as a pan of’ the project
or as a mitigation measure it is inadequate and nc~s much more information if" it is intended to 
"augment local emergency response 0apabilities". . 

To summarize, Inyo County considers it essential that the EA be revised to: 

¯ Justify th© change in risk assessment methodology from the accepted practice ofminimizing tim~ in
transit and using the interstate highway system;

¯ Analyz~ the Vall©y Intermodal facility alternative; 
¯ Use the PF.IS shipment volume estimat¢~ when analyzin$ potentia! impact~; 
¯ Compare the total risk of’each alt©mativ¢;
¯ Perform the environmental assessment along the transportation route.s, ,~ot just a: the intermodal 

transfer sites; and 
¯ Evaluate each alternative’s entire transportation route, not just the portion from the intcrmodal site to 

th~ NT$. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Prcapproval Draft Environmental Assessment entitled,
"Intermodal Transportation of’ Low-Icy©! Radioactive Waste to the Nevada Test Sit~. lnyo County staff’ 
is confident that the county’s comments will b~ addressed as a part of’the final Environmental 
Assessment dooument. 

Sincerely, 

Vancssa Mongeon Brad Mcttam
 
Associate Planner Yucca Mountain Project Coordinator
 
Inyo County Planning D©partmcnt lnyo County Planning Department
 

Enclosures 
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UNITED STATES; DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
 

NATIONAL PARK SERV~C£ .-.
 

8z~:	 3.4 million acres, wl~ich many include olher Stare and private lands .]!If
 

LOCATION:	 Inyo County, California and portions of Nevada, Visitor centers ar~
 ~
 
located at $cotty’a Castl¢ and Furi~tt:r Creek,
 

NATURAL RESOURCES:	 Tttis 60th National Park boasts many unique and unusual features: ~he 
loweg spot in thv Western Hemisphere, the Isrge...~t National Park in the 
lower 48 stat¢s, th¢ grandiose home of a min~r (Sco[[y’s Cas[le), towering 
mountains and fowstcdmountain ranges. This i~ ul~siu descr~ country 
where deep valleys, saline lakes, warm springs, waterfalls and sand dunes 
give character to this great expanse, wh~r¢ more than 3.1 million acres are 
wilderness. Rising from a rrdnut 282-foot elevation at Badwater to thc 
I 1,049-foot high point at Tclescop¢ Peak, the desert ten’ain supports plant 
and aninud lif~ a~td an array of human history. Emigrant wagon trails and 
gold and borax prospecting ar~ reminders of Death Valley’s colorful past, 

AccEss: Several roads, including paved state highways, provide access to and 
" within Death Valley National Park, 

NONFEDE~L LANDS:	 Several thousand acres of State lands and private lands lie within the park: 
Please.respect the landowner and do not use these lands without 
pern~ssion. 

D~th VNI,y N~ti~nal 
Death Valley, CA 92328
 
(619) 786-2331
 

Theme ore not the official consres~.lonal inapt, For detailed mformotlon, pleaxe refer to
 
tke redrafled leet~’lative maps available in all BLM nffir.~..~. ~
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TH8 INTERIOR 

NAT~ONA! PAnK 

MOJAVE NATIONAL P~SER~ 

8~z~-:	 1.4 million acres, which many include other State and private lands , 

LOCATION: San Bernardino County, California north of Interstate 40 and south of 
Interstate 15, extending east to the Nevada California border. A 
noncontinuous unit lies north of Interstate 15 in the Clark Mountains. A 
visitor contact station is located in Barstow. 

N~,ro~t~ RE~useEs:	 This newest unit of the National Park Service, the 368th, is regarded as the 
ta~eting place for three of tour great American deserts 
Mojave and Great Basin. The geology of each of 
in the human story of this rarely seen desert wonderland. Miners, cattle 
ranchers, rtilmad speculators and wa£on~ w¢~t ca~] attempted.re survive 
here, probably coming by way of a Native American trail known now as 
the Mojave Road. "l’laey saw strange volcanic features, towering sand 
danes and the largest Joshua tree fore.~ in the world. Nearly half of the 
preserve is designated a.,~ wilderness. 

Access: "	 Several roads, paved and unpaved, cross the preserve between 
Interstates 40 and 15. 

NONF~:DeRAL. LANDS:	 Several thousand acres of non-federally owned lands lie within the 
preserve, Please respect th¢ landowner and do not use these lands without 
pemdssion. 

CONT,~,eT: National Park Service 
California Desert Information Center 
831 Darstow Road 
Barstow, CA 92311 
(619) 255-8760 

The~ ar~ not the official congressional nu2p~. For detailed information, plca.le refer to 
th~ r~drt~ed t~,8t.~la~iwt map~ a,,’ailab!� In all lllJd u, ff~¢’~.~. 
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’ BUREAU OF ~ND MANA~MEN’I	 ~ 

~"Ho~w H~LS WILDERNESS ~ 

8~zs:	 22,240 acres, which may include other Fvdcra], State and private lands 

LO0~,~ON:	 San Bemarciino County; 4 miles north of Baker, California
 
(Note: Boundary set bac~s from roads or trails are 30 to 300 feet)
 

NAi"vFte. REsou~s:	 A g©ntl¢ bajada interlaced with washes slopes to th~ west toward Silver 
Dry Lake. To th~ ~ast, low rolling hill~ lr.ad to ~	 Turquoise Mountains, 
a gentle range with smooth ridges and rounded peaks. Elevations range 
from 3~ feet on the west to a central summit of 3,122 feet. The Hollow 
Hills Wildem~s contain,~ plains, hills and alluvial fans typical of the
 
California desert. Desert tortoise and Mojave fringe-toed liz~d have 
s~cn h~re. Creosote, dcs~:rt I~ully and sca!e scrub plant communities 
prevail throughout this area. 

AccEss:	 Access this wildemes~ from R. tats. Highway 127.
 

NONFEDKAAL LANDS: . Pfivato lands may lie within the wilderness area. Please respect the land 
owner and do not use these lands withou~ ~rmission, 

MAPS:
 Dvser~ Access Guides: U$05 7.$ Quadrangle Maps:
Irwin ’#8 Baker 
New York Mountains - #9 

NorthHall°ranof BakerSPrings 

Turquoise Mountain 

CONTACT:	 Bureau of Land Management Bureau of Land Management 
Barstow R~ource Area California Desert District 
150 Coolwater Lane 6221 Box Spring~ Boulevard
Barstow, CA 92311 Riverside, CA 92507 
(619) ~255.8700 (909) 697-5200 

These are not the official congressional maps. Fo~ detailed information, please refer to 
the red~d l¢£t~l,~i~ mup: available in all BLM offices. 
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UNIT£D STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

SADDLE PEAK HILLS WILDERNESS 

1,440 acres, which may inc|ud¢ other Federal and State l~ds 

L~ATION: San Bering County; 38 ~les north of B~er, C~ifomia 
~o~e: Bounda~ set bac~ Irom roads or trails a~ 30 to 3~ feet) 

j 

RESOURCES’. This ~a includes th~ Saddle P¢~ Hills, w~ch form the western thr~­
qu~c~ of the wilderness and the no~lhwesten~ Wrtiuz~ uf the Silurian 
V~iey, ~ wilde~ess sits adjacent to ~	 Dea~ Valley Nation~ P~k, 
The hills ~	 cut by curvy faults ~d range in ¢l¢vatioa from 5~ f~t on 
t~ vaH¢y floor to 2,5~ feet. The t~atu~.s ~ewed h~e ~e~ent 
co--on l~dfor~ found ~roughout th~ gu~unding d~s¢~ 
n~unt~ns, 

Access: Access this wilderness from State Highway 127, 

MAPS: Desert Access Guide: 
DumonllCl.rk Moum~ns - ~ 

USGS 7.5 Quadranglo Maps: 
~¢x P~s 
Saddle P¢~ Hills 

~TA~: Bu~au of Land Management 
Bmtow Rescue� A~a 
150 C~lwa~r L~¢ 
B~t~, CA 92311 
(619) 2S5-87~ 

Bu~au of ~d M~aBem~nt 
C~ifomia ~�~ Dis~ct 
6221 Box Springs ~ouiev~ 
~v~rsid¢, CA 92507 
(~9) 697-52~ 

are not the o[flcia! congressional maps. For detailed information, please refit to 
rcdr~ed l¢~lMa~lv~ ~�~b,.~. uvutlable ~n ctfl BLM off1��5, ~ 
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.	 UNITI~D 8TA’rE8 DEPARTM,:N! UF THE INTERIOR ~ "1 ~ 

BUR~U OF LAND MANAGEMENT	 ~ Lx

 ST NG StroNG ~NGE W~E~ESS ~ 

78,868 acres, which may include other Federal, State and p=’ival~ la~ds 

LOCATION:	 ILnyO County; 5 miles southeast of Death Valley Junction, California and 
8 miics north of Shoshone, California (Note’, Boundary =et backs from 
roads or trails are 30 to 300 feet) 

NATUR~ RESOURCES: The Amargosa River Va]!¢y. ]~agl¢ Mountain and Resting Spdng Range 
spread out across this wilderness. Vast bajadas swe¢p up to the 
picturesque north-south spine of the. Restin8 Spring Mountain Range, 
Eagle Mountain, an isolated peak, juts abruptly from the fiat expanse of 
the Amar~osa River Valley, lzs colorful features standing out among the 
sps.rsely covered vall~y floor. The Resting Spring Range, for which this 
area is named, includes low rolling hills that give way to extremely ¢oars¢, 
ru$sed rock formations with jagged p~aks and deep canyons. ~levations 
rang= from 2,040 feet and extend to 5,264 f¢~t to the summit of Stewart 
Peak. In sorn~ places, the rocks show off a variety of colors ranging from 
subdued browns and tans to more intense, pinks, rods, greens and black.

¯
 The range provides habitat for desert bighorn sheep, wild horses and
 
burros and raptors, including golden eagles and prairie
 

ACCESS: ’	 Access this wilderness area t~m State Highways 127 or 178.
 

NONFEDERAL LASDS:	 Private lands may Ii	 within zhe wilderness at-ca. Please rcsp=ct the land­
owner and do not use these lands without permisslon.
 

MAPs:	 L~sert AcceSs Guide: USG$ 7.5 Quadrangle Maps:
 
Amargosa- #3 Bole$pring. Eagle Mountain, East
 

of Deadman Pass, Resting Spring,
 
Sixnd1¢ Spring, Stewart Valley,
 
Twelvemile Spring
 

CONTACT:	 Bu~au of Land Management Bureau of" Land Management 
Barstow Rxssource Area California Desert District 
150 Coolwatc, r Lane 6221 Box Springs Boul~vazd 
Bar, tow, CA 92311 Riwrsid~, CA 92507 
(619) 255-8700	 (909) 69%5200 

These are not th~ off=cial congre.sstonal maps. For dctall~l Information. plea,~e refer to 
the r~dmfied legLffati~,e maps available #t all BLM offices, 

I 



RESTING SPRING RANGE WILDERNESS AREA
 
MAP 61
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